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ENVIRONMENTAL RESTORATION
DISPOSAL FACILITY
PUBLIC MEETING

January 25, 1974

rtTlul
and , N6s ington

TAPE 1, SIDE A

Marty Roselle

1 ..+ I n	 'I' C+7N+O/.

WPIT welcome, this has been a-big-day - in - Richland. Lots of activities going
-m.;,+11^ to S

	

Thi s 	 co a the ro osadon. welcome to this meeting. T .s 1s the ^:1^,=,.^„7	 p	 p p
r`M1-	

Environmental Restoration Disposal Facility and the regulatory process that

-	 -	 would accompany--it. - -My , name -is Marty Rose l le -and- I - -am-your - far.i.l - itatnr fnr

+nninht	 T'm with Dames and Moore and but I am not from around
were	 T I m F nm Ar izona and your weather is better than ours ri ght now. MyM,

iob is to_provide some structure to the meeting tonight and to insure an
N	 -	 -	 information t	 shared,	 new id, for'	 to be^.;	 opportunity for II^t..rmat-;..^ -.o- ^a_ 	 for_	 ideas,	 concerns

_	 o Yr^ad for n_re,t lnns-to be answered and thatis amnno all the parties that
are here. We want to run the meeting relatively informally. It is a scoping
moo+i nn 	rt's a time to exchange ideas and the purpose of the meeting again,

S tJ obtain your lop =-	 the ^`^ a--df-the-nx)p?sed EnV}rOnmanta l Restoration
--	 Disposal Facility and the regiilator y process. We're specifically looking for

-	 ifcomments -on whether ornot a 
facility 

Ts needed, it so what kind, and comments

on the location of this facility -. --We -are -in -a public comment period right

- ----	 -= rdw:	 i	 ” rou gh February 8 and you	 write

	

Y+ c+^r4df January i0- and extends u	 canu uu I

-

	

	 yn- - r-ni^r^Uts	 You can write them to the individuals that are listed an some

of the handouts over here. There is a comment sheet you can11a.e with
comment-	 rnnant. Also. any l.U111111tl1^bs or questions that are raised tonight will be

recorded and taped over here and these comments will be used in the
development of the regulatory package over the next few months.

What's the agenda for tonight?

Well, we're in the welcome period and I'm almost done welcoming you and taking
care of some of the housekeeping details.

You'll be meeting the folks here at the table. Bryan Foley's with DOE. Norm

Pepne=Yf+ih fhi "-+	 c+a ±o fi n rtmant of Frn1n9V and Pam Innis with EPA.
YnII'll be hearin g more from them about their role on the project and also

durin g the question and answer period. The meeting really is divided into two

piece;: The rrst P ia e is ah overview of the project to date that Bryan will
be giving and we should be done with talking to you by 5:00 p.m. The rest of
the time is_ yours and we' li divide that time into questions and comments and
I'll be more specific about that when we get to that point in the meeting.

There were some blue cards on the table. You may not 'nave picked one up.

Lois has . them. Allsor.san_help d strihTite them.- the purpose of irte cards is
during the public input discussion period we wanted to divide it into

- -	 questions first--and-commen-ts-second and if you want to make a comment it would

--	 -	 -----	 - b-e - oel	 i-pfui---to-me-	-you'--Just-put-your name nn the card and if You have an



- - -

	

	 affiliation also include that and then I'll just collect them and just call

you in the order that I get them.

Just a few ground rule and I'll go over them again later, but I think probably
three of them: (1) if we could limit-the-discussion-to-the-topic here

and-._-..	 ,9tonight, anu ^c) there may, I may want to put a time limit on the comments, it
would depend on how many we have, and (3) in regard to the question portion,

n. -1n f11 M
__---_--_--_ _:-=if-.JL_u L ;IV a.-quw; Mn - ask— 'fit. we d-ll get. an -answere-^ .-to You. an.. tuc yoU mlg t

have follow-up question which you could ask right then-as well.

So any questions about how we're going to structure the meeting and what our

nurnase is?

Ok. let's aet started then. I'll start with you Pam, if you would just talk a

----	 --- --- little -- b -it --about ErA	 role.

Pam	 Innis

On behalf of EPA I would also like to welcome you this evening.	 EPA is the

- -	 - lead regulatory agency for the project.	 We are in charge of both the RCRA

corrective action and the CERCLA authorization of this proposed waste

mar	 amn t iini_t , _;h p rPKL ,q record_of_decision will	 be written out of our
--Hanford-project office by myself.	 At this time the committee of the proposed

-	 _ -facility -rill -be -handled out of the EPA Revlon Iooffice in Seattle: Further
corrective action authority may be delegated to the state in time for them to

handle the permit for the facility.	 Thank you.

'arty Roselle

- - - --- - Norm klepne-r--with Ecology.

- Norm Hpnnpr

	

-_.	 --

Good evening. I'm Norm Hepner with the Washington State Department of
Ecology. We're the supporting regulatory agency for the proposed ERDF project

	

--	 -- and-we- work very closely--with bo-0 Partrfrom EPA and Bryan with the Department
of Energy to make this project a success. It is important that you are aware

--	 - --tonight-*_hat-Ecology-has-issued a determination of significance under the
state-environmental policy act. Under this act, both_scopinq and the issuance

-	 -,of an environmental impact statement are required. Ecology has agreed to use

niQ-_r -- ;l tarv-p.^rtiaoc--heirla-pro nos G-tonl-ght as the draft-enklrunmental

imp act statement. Tonight, I'm really asking for your help, your input on
----	 v

-Sho,lweh a t	 a be , n Ling at in this regulatory package. How will ERDF be--- - __ --wfidb we -ShouldDi	 be iuCin ui

--	 -- -effecting the environment, the water, the land, our resources, and for you to
- come forward and- tell-us-haw- You -would-like us to address them in that

package. You also have an additional opportunity to comment on the regulatory

	

-	 -	 package this summer when it comes out. If you can though, tonight would be
the best and the earliest time to bring up issues. Following the overview by
Department of Energy, I'll be available to answer any questions you may have.

	

_. -. -	 Thank yo'.:.



--	 I'I
"arty nu5c i i c

Thank you, Norm. All right Bryan, if you'll talk about your role and also

about the project.

Bryan Foley

	

_-	 Sue	 wo
n: 	- ' fi4	 "A ;entlemPn. With this nrnnnce_d project is

o f 	 _ regulatory  package we're-	 - primarily to assist-in ti;e de
v
elopment e*-the-

_	
p	 Y	 N 	 r........,..

-- ac+wally aoinct to-do that--and- of_course we've got the su pport of the various

_contractors that have - dust - real - ly - been --sup -er -so - far t6-date-and I guess what
I'd like to say is that also worked very closely with both the United States

	

- \- -	 :."^ •nn^ental Prntactinn Aaencv and the Washington State Department of

Ecology. -Withi-n the Department - of Energy itself, there is a concept that for
this particular project both for the design and construction of the project
the environmental restoration program would be managing that and the actual

^._	 -()deY'at10h - of1t-W6Uld- be ĝnety=- ^^ie WQ)6C wallagEment:-management 	WI^iiiii t.1ie

D

. ,,

epartment of Energv here	 and that's -another example of the kind

-T	 -	 a	 '	 t-r-all , but among the agencies to4	 - ofr -teaming- tha t 	 -ve-done, not on 	 lrl,.G	 Y	 9	 9
bring this facility to this particular proposal to you here this evening. So,

without any further discussion let me get into the overview of the. . .

Excuse me, thank you.

Just real quickly, it's just absolutely, will be really helpful for all of us

" help' ii for i g inrtd_#^- - ^T JLrL=^Idv^-a:ilull23^^^; ^uinmelll.^	 Ilrvv^ ^I^o^ -r^ - ^c-iii^L^ f..^

'

	

	 try 7tq- to uTd=rs and not only what the values are that we have tried to

recognize and account for to date that you all have presented, but also if
there's any concepts or thoughts that you have with regard to this proposal,

w€-want-yo lu to bring those out this evening because the preparations for
beginning to do the regulatory package to authorize this facility are ongoing,
a number of activities are ongoing. In trying to bring this proposal to you

_-__--we have heard-from you in various forms like the Hanford site tank waste task
force and the future site uses working group. Various values that have been
communicated, and these certainly aren't comprehensive of all of those values,
but e think that they certainly are the key values, particularly for thisuu 1. we

parti-cular` proposal that we ' re talking about tonight the disposal facility,
the idea of using the central plateau wisely for waste management. Just to
give you an idea, and I probably jumped ahead a little bit here, but to give
you an idea, not only are we going to talk about that, but we're also going to
talk about the need for the facility, the options for managing waste, the

alternatives that are going to be evaluated, the sitin g , the regulatory
-

	

	 project, excuse me, the regulatory and project schedule. We'll also share
with you the regulatory process and then a summary, if you will. So that
brings me to sharing with you the needs, why do we need this, why do we need a

Pia€e -to- put=the remedia ti ; -cte from Hanford, the cleanup waste, and
everyone has placed a high priority on cleanup areas along the river. To

„G h
G

ach;ee tis tho TPA provides for operable unit RODS beginning in 1995 and61.11 1	 Y	 1.11 1 .a ,	 ... u
_._

- - these Rââs will require --and when i say ROOs, excuse me, records of decision,

- --	 --those-will require substant ial cleanun of these operable units beginning in
late 1996. So if removal of contaminates is the remedy that's selected for

- these VariUUS operable units, there' s ail estimat i on at this paint of ?D to in
million cubic yards of low-level radioactive hazardous and mixed waste which

-	 would be generated beginning in late 1995. The proposal that we have to bring



?hs eyr±l;ng that's 
currentl y under evaluation is for a waste unit, the

ERDF as it s cal Ted I--the €nvironmentaI Restoratian Disposal Cacility,	 to be
operational--by-  September 1996 and for this to happen, the construction 'WGUId

have to begin by fall 1994. To allow construction to begin, this evaluation
-- -°-of-this pfopoiad is being conducted on an expedited schedule. which I'll touch

on later on in this overview, and EPA does intend, as Pam mentioned, to select
remedy and issue a record of decision in September of 1994.

Which brings lire to-a-discussion of -a consiripration of the options for this
-
	 <	 tw optir,^ that had to be considered in orderpart cular- pro"sar ,?̂  .o are _ne

to answer the question of, "How to manage the remediation waste, the clean up

waste, generated during the clean up of the Hanford site." So, given the
previous slide where I talked about the needs and shared those with you and

the expectation that in fact records of decision from operable units could

atc have-to-beTgn	 removed, they have to go somewhere,- -	 7fi?Sate that the_CGTitdmin--^/g..
so we had to look at these options. We do have the existing low-level burial
grounds, folks would want to look at that particular option and there we have
a RCRA compliant landfill primarily for handlin g low-level radioactive waste.
There is a potential possibility that it could also handle mixed waste, it is
permitted for that although they're not doing that at this point, but it is a

limited cap acity type of facility, certainly not something that would be
rJ	 prepared far the 20 to 30 million cubic yards that we're expecting, estimating

st=tr-s^	 4r
	 + 

tn be generated- in the remediat n_n-waste,--the-Glean-u g wastes;
c^1	 and again this proposal that I'm sharing with you, the disposal facility,

would be .just for the Hanford clean-up wastes. offsite shipment, again, there

is a limited capacity in terms of the number of places that-would be available

-	 -to do that and the phenomenal costs of doing that are just, I was truly amazed---------    -----
at hearing those-and the transportation; there's some issue associated with

-	 that and of-course-there's a perceived risk scenario that's associated with

transpor
t
ing waste-Gffsite	 Which brings me to the proposal again, the

Environmental KesL0YdL10n U7Sp gSal faCllT ty ; which 1S another option and iv:
you this evening, hopefully, the preferred option, we certainly would like to

think that. - So, having looked at the options,-for managing the remediation
waste, that bring me to consideration of the alternatives associated with the

-_-	 _...m nevi-^n-rd--t:^GCR a^t^rf}.}+`. 	 i. ., ^^,- s	 ifir' ^l, -what	 ,1Mn t,i 6rM: vpwal ,.. .A	 _. __. ._tives- ue-re -o: @ 1pe6,-.	 ^..^ --Wi:-a-t--al'13 '-...^

_	 a,irpc ^ari-in what' s -known as the remedial investigation feasibility study, and

-	 you see here an alternative of no action and a second alternative of single
-____-	 Tyr inn-t An1`R —Theis

	

r - are -g r'imarir'J the tW.i-ait'^':"^iat :':e$.	 No i.iGn ^'

typically a baseline type of alternative commonly looked at under the CERCLA
process and this single evolving trench alternative includes a look at both

---	 the lining of the trench design itself and these are kind of design

-_- - _-	 alternatives within this single evolving trench. The liners and the covers
are t" t..,n thinn< that are d1S g heing evaluated as dlteYndtlV2S in this
nV. I, n IlC 7 l 1•

Then that brings us to some criteria. You know, what criteria do we use to
,,:^+ tii^<n a1-re^na_; v?, and his 	 the f;rst of two pages. These come

from, these criteria are not something that just kind of were, we made up in
our minds, but actually they come from the corrective action managements units

rule sunder RCRA and they come from the CERCLA, the Comprehensive Environmental
Response Compensation and Liability Act, they are from the regulations that

—form the basis for this, for tr y ing to authorize this particular proposal.



You see there, -the term ARARs including CAMU, ARARs being applicable or

°relevant in appropriate requirements and of course that acronym there saying
CAMU standing for the corrective action management unit criteria.

_	 ----.	 l-.__ A_ A	 ---- t.	 i* l. ose	 ra-1,+;n,,,- that arer-B ct_- - ---- - --	 ---t)n9111	 ?It5CP cr l i.^r 1	 u111111	 I i^1^ 611U ^C. Ka	 uI e u I ab 1 Vl	 Lit

^+ n + ties-_---v-,u-sag_- mat - only -GFRGLA and RGRA ; but you can also see

some criteria from NEPA, the National Environmental Policy Act, and that, for
instance, the criteria there regarding socioecomonic impact, that goes
directly to that, comes directly from that particular regulation that
criteria, and that would probably spark some interest in your mind regarding

- -__ -the regulatory process and we're going to touch on that a little bit to lust a

to ha	 ^+La11v-mlinu-	 - - --	 -

For those of you that didn't get a chance to see this earlier when you came in

-----------aS--We- have -begun -t-0-conceptual l-e- this , thi-s - fit- a graphic, if you will, of the

^^^+- t "t : - n oint of the proposa l and 3s you can see here this is theY1.UIIL C}1^ a^ viii.+	 ---

a	 actual trench itself the single evolving trench, we have some of the support
facilities, decontamination capabilities. You can see the rail line that
^ ld provide the t_rananortation from those operable units where the waste is
nano'-tad to net it to a place to be able to manage the waste here. So you
seethe rail cars there with these closed top type of containers that would be

hri?fging	 -- ill a large amount of	 low-level radioactive waste mostly

=B

	

	bulk soils. Again, when I mentioned the 20 to 20 million cubic yards, that's

not all encompassing, but at this point that s fie escltaatian of weal. we're

seein g comin g here. You see these are administrative support facilities right

down here.

Th#s =r icular map is a little bit busy, and I apologize for that, but this

Is- r 4 9	 r-^T	 -hat I want to share with you here is the bold line hereri 9116 I I VIII LOU' ,
moving around the actual, this is the central plateau on the Hanford site an
you can see the 200 west area here and the 200 east areas. Everybody seeing

---,, sa	 xF	 -^ v, } A _f-,°^ ring horo in the center are some of the PNL
-	 sites, if you-will, the-Battelle laboratory sites that are reserved for their

---use,-the y have like for instance a meteorological station that is there and

- --- _ ^!3€.^. = th€!`e - if `.Jiiie. Future Site Uses.-.Mor^iny is roil }n, nlirT er Zone -that' -s .-shown by^.

the dotted line here within the central plateau and we see some of the sites

-

	

	 that-were-considered. SitE I, and again the fundamental criteria that were we
looked-at in -doing the siting- studv_was-DOE orders and state and all of the
appropriate regulatory orders and requirement and then also the fact that
there was a 6 square mile need for the facility for this particular-proposal.
You can see the basic 4 square miles that's needed and then an additional 2

square miles of expansion and that's kind of a contingency basis, if you will,

-

	

	 as we do this €gul^tcry process we want to -be-ab7E_ to- insure that we come as

t':os° =s - possible to estimating the actual nerd and this is 
+6,l basis and I'll

- get into that - a little bit more in a second, but the 6 square miles is the key

criteria.

-- -r_ of 	 o	 T#ral—nlar Pall nail iU IIICsite i, right up here In-the far-surnsl u	 {a,_.	 __
topographical problems-in-that-there were a lot of hills and valleys and

basalt_outcropoin g that weren't very appropriate. It's also right next to
--- this is 'highway 94 moving al orrg-d pWn tilrg Ug 11 lierc and goal q it's outside the

Future Site Uses _Working Group boundary, if you will, the buffer zone and
treport +"	 to	 group t -r }Is that adilat- I,...	 hod- --- ---- -again that partic'u'lar- I epor f rom -'.,ate y-. g Jp- -D -	 .K^=	 RrV -fitd C£I u llucr



--	 - - involvement in-Oat-process was move the, kee p the waste centralized there on

- - -	 the central plateau so that we could be managing it most appropriate there.

Site 2, up here, that has the white bluffs trail some of you know the

	

—	 historical-significance-of that running right through lt. There's also a lot
of site infrastructures this is a transmission line, and roads, and things

	

---	 -like-that thvata re mov^^ng that are right in--the- sa-te itself,-and so we had to-. consider	 -	 - -	 --	 -,.,, .. __r what would happen to toot Infrastructure =lff tyre-event that there were

_ -- -. --

	

	 pro d i e11h w -i L11 w1aL un^ .hat brings IIT^	 what -b>scam^ -- 1?Ur pi eI CI I Cu	 i Lc

between the 200 east and 200 west area here. It take advantage also of the
existing site infrastructure very well and it's the first removed from the
river, which was a key point in terms of the public values, of your values, is

the
	

Iit - s at a n^ •eYt opt
----- - --	 t o gc^t this CCntami - naTjnn -a47aV from Lhe river and a, SO- .t ^ ^-^	 ..

distance here at the preferred site from the groundwater. The greatest death

-	 -to groundwater there. So, and- of course, it's totally contained within the
Future Site Uses Working Group boundary. Therefore, this site seemed to be

- =	 t 	 most pryL
IC
.	 protective of humannR n health and the environment and for this proposalm---	 U 	IIp L 	 otect 

_ --	 We-are saying _thath.is_is the preferred site.
4

So under the worse case scenario, again, for those of you that may if your not

4aitn c;ear nn that, there's, looking at that 20 to 30 million cubic yards

- -	 -	 -.11 of - the --reined-ation -waste,- -the 6 sgivare-miles is a worse case scenario and

we're looking at various design options to try and use less land and that

brings me to kind of a taking that preferred site and - showing you just that,
you see the 200 east and 200 west area, here, this is that Site 3, the 4

-

	

	 e m11e S anG What vnu see crosshatched here is, you know, using a
conventional type of trench that's typically used to handle waste we would,
__a -- l— talki nn abort 70 to 30 million cubic yards, we would use up thatr	 _	 -- -
 we	 but-- -- -	 Nn but_..d .f course we ^0 have that eXpan$ I^Jn CaNabi i^t^ E'r'cr iiel c, Uue

+hp emnnnt of-land That would needed for that need there, for that

	

-	 amount of waste and-then-through what's ; what I_ think has really amazing
through the conceptualization and through the effort to try and minimize the

- land - use and miniillize-the fact print of this facility--and-yousee hard the

- -	 double crosshatchings. This is the single evolving trench alternative, where

TiIS7 B 0 UT [I I	 the mul tiple ^r cri^11	 cuu Ulm an between those
-_. _
	

_-	 __ _all -.f 'h	 J
	 into _si n	 N r{}-t,il	 nll.ld nottrenches yoU`COnUense ai i ^I L rat uOWir I	 $ piny 2 1$nu	 at W.,	 ...,

waste the land and consequently and the other key thing about ,brat -is that it

-- --	 only-evolves or opens ' In a s much of the area as is need based on the waste

-	 -- --that is forecasted as coming in. So, that's the key difference from a

conceotual basis on that.

This is our regulatory process and very interesting part of this particular
proposal, again you see the key regulations, CERCLA and RCRA, the corrective

action management uni t > > LIIC Nationa l Environmental ruircy ;;,.t , a
n
d -the -state

- environmental Po - I icy act, - - al i ur %uuZe unucl wic i egill at iuriS arld t,ie

requlatory package itself that DOE is preparing and which will be one of the
products that you all will see here, coming soon - There's a proposed plan

that nackage which comes from this remedial investigationfeasibility

study. There'll be a - number or technical documents that support that that

- will -he °ncl ded. the rAMIJ a liratinn tha nermit app lication, under the
corrective gotten management unit's rule.-	 g	 Then there s this a NEPA road map,rule
which essentially is a document that will show, and I guess what I need to
_share with you is there is a pilot project concept that's ongoin g right now
that is been agreed upon between DOE and EPA and Ecolo gy to try and streamline



regulations and this is an example of integrating the, excuse me, capturing
_	 e	 j rr	 -^r i^^Uft_ -y	 +•	 ! {}	 +1..„rt	 7.._	 n	 Fn,mn,. nr.L
---_-'-__ - - -64ve- 31aflulec'_ Vi 	 -^A,	 rr^1Q_intent o -NEP q - Lilloug.h a- . cirLIC -- se	 116111t; .,N or

----d4oc1menzatioa frame-wor-k - and so this -N EEPA noadmap is _simply a p1ec e of paper
for those of you who want to be able to see where those NEPA values have been
captured, it will to-11-you-specifically where to go. Things lirle, a thing
that you wouldn't normally see in CERCLA documentation, for instance, you
remember the alternatives the criteria there being socioecomonic impacts, you

would see, you would-be able- to fi
n
d the -evalu

a
tion of that i n this

u^^^l c,l6 ion ^y looking at the rrtrA roadmap and then we have the draft SEPA
EIS here the state has mentioned. They will use the regulatory package to
satisfy the requirements for a draft EIS under the state environmental policy

act, EIS, meaning the an environmental impact statement,

and the implementing mechanisms here in the third green box here being a
record of decision, as you heard Pam tell you about and also the SEPA EIS and

-r
-____--ultimately, eventually a permit under RCRA for the CAMU.

'	 -	 Just about finished-here, I've got abou t two more slides, one of them's
lk,ng_ hut,-this one's talking about our proposed schedule. We're actually

'rr	 _d r__{_.'^i	 + i , S4t .. +n r^mll%,.	 t_'u reall y imnnrtan
iii	 it rht PSh or . i	 a IE-'w	 _l, ; , - wl?a - _ 	 _ t

to snare about this is that we are shortening, in this proposal the project
execution process for down to cutting it by at least 3 years. It's different

from the from

 is-also

a,-

being acc_

i't's_a much more fast_track, if you will. The regulatory

 acceler
a
t
e
d and - i s-- ; s - r€f^ected In- t hisi

	

	 schedule: You can_. 

see here that the regulatory, we are preparing the regulatory package and you
will see that June 13 and it will be out for the public review of 45 days. I

lust can't emphasis to you the amount of streamlining and integration of
-	 effort on- the part-of all three agencies to--Condense-reviews and to look at

-	 --things as they're going is -order-t-o- gat this regulatory package out to you for
- --- ----- your review and here we have, also you can see that the record of decision

- -	 - -rFiii iii •; -	 J v - nc°'rt r':1 ..d `:... _ `=ntPThPr 5 and we dl sq have a little bit an the__r__...__.

p r-0rect-:here-.--_'3ep ism fm r _o-;-199', a recent TPA negotiation, which actually' J	 r	 --
_-_..antic	 ,n n	 IIhnn T

the I YH g 1 @emtifl wxs J 7g, ^ s ry it l ^uu^a f f	 Pal ^ I11u al Med. nlicl, i
Say f„i';nw-an ^On3tk^ti t ci n air; :e'r°-talking,-primar i l y t_n that , you know,

the trench, the single evolving trench concept as it would open up as more
,' „^^'^^ t^ bQ managed-and_ul t imat Ply taken care of.needs ---as more `a^tY'invu A ncoucu ,	 _.__

So, there's only a certain amount -of that we_ _wo„l_ci_ opm jip first_ based on the
current waste forecasts. It's, I guess the bottom line is, we're not going to

open up this huge thing, you knout; -aad cause we don't 'Know yet the final that
we're all working on potential estimates here of waste.

And finally, a picture here of the actual closed site and this is truly a.	
of +k,,	 +o^t which is to	

e .,
- reflection o^ 	 , you don't sz.. l;ne oUridTngs; they're alb

of that, this is exactly what we'd hoped for the site to look like once this
particular facility is closed. No big monoliths and things like that. It's
fiery _ n atura l   and it l ooks-very,-what I -like --about. i t i - s _that -it--doesn't _look

-	 like it's impacted the future generations it doesn't look like its impacted
the with of significance to the environment and the aesthetics of it are very
oleasinq.

- And finally, in summary, I guess what I want to share with you is that we have
tried to account for, strived to account for the public values that we talked

- - auQ{i^	 t	 £,'	 ¢,-	 rf thara_ is a-s_ n t 7	 .. 	 _..y_h-^A^-^hai:_WP' YP. m].SSP_.d t}1P.rP.wit
	 t p those ±values, if therP'g ;ny i.nternretation that may have not1.



been correct or you have some different thoughts about it, please share it
with us. Again, we want to have your input and at this point I want to turn

it back over to our -facilitator, Rar-ty, and thank you-all very much-for your

attention.

Marty Roselle

Ok, thanks Bryan.

ti ew we're_ to the part in our a genda where we want to open it up to discussion

--
and as I mentioned at the beginning and I will repeat it for those who might

- ------- have m i ssed --7L,- - Ye -'!N3ntea to divide the discussion period into two pieces,

where We tnnk questions first and then, if people have specific comments or

presentations that they wanted_ to make, that we would follow the questions
with those, These blue cards that I held up before, perhaps Lois or Allison
could wal-isthrau n the audience and =if you-would i ke orre

	

.^.	 ^	 y	 please rut your

	

F ,	 name and your affiliation if that's appropriate, if you want to make a
comment or a presentation. If youwant to ask a question, then in just a

mow,
minute you can raise your hand and we'll do that.

T
---- ---- - -	 limit the di—fission toJust to review the ground rules-we wanted to 	 ^m	 e^^ ^..^ ..,	 this

	

hr-W	 topic and wanted to wait and see how many cards we might have before we
discussed what sort of time limit to use for the comments and then as far as
the questions go, if you have a question and then if you have a follow up, you
can ask it right after that.

i th i nk we will-go-ahead and start-with-the questions and then give you a
----- _

You can fill-	 your- 	 at any time enChance t0 fill--out    your cads. i0U man i i a
^ v S1t ^v ur cards	 nat a.., ^......, ...,

don't think that you only have one chance and then we'll come back to that,
let me get, have an idea of how many people would like to make some comments.

Ok, all right, good.

As far as the time limit - goes -, - Is - 3 minutes ok, is that enough time for you

all?

-- --	 --_.- --	 +	 n o - innte	 ahnnt-- -- -Nat enoudh time. "What would be better? 	 ^e m nult e..c ,	 minutes. All
_	 r ; ht. IS-tha -all . ri ght with - everybody. if we use-a - 5 min„t p time l imit on

-	 the presentation portion? Ok. We have a mechanism to keep time and I'll, we
have an hourglass that's 3 minutes, so we can't use that one, but always

-_--_-__	 Drepared, we have a timer that would qo forever if we needed it. What I need
-... ....... _. Ls... ? ._I=need a _vol- untepr_ time_keeoer. somebody who would just volunteer to

just work this for me.

Any volunteers? They're g oing to be busy -answer iftg -quest ions- and listening.

This works real well.

( alarm sounds)

Could T q?t you volunteer. All I'll need you to do isJs un—
just set it to five and then when it gets to be about 30 seconds before i't's

sand up. That might keep	 goingaoina to go off vgU.^ioht ^usai ^t^ U	 e it from g in off.



Wl111 ^ 1^

be sure and

first

UK, iEL _S _SL&F'6 WI-Lit 	II In - ..en, -and-- I jJU-7J'J L'IL'll	 -^'^..,

--- ---- -- nnnrss}ate-it-if-you'd come up to the microphone that way we can

get_it on the tans and introduce yourself as well. Who's got a
nuastinn?Yes_1---_.- -	 ­ -,

Our timekeeper. Course we're not timing the questions, right.

1111e stioner i

Yeah, 1 don't have to keep track of it since I volunteered -for that so
graciously, I get to be the first one with questions I guess.

Mar±y On<clle

That sounds fair.

Questioner 1

-- Mv	 -7r' - H-nnnv_ - i'm iust rel

had a couple of—q ue- Stions- - wily L

- look-^r -into-the--possibi-l-ity-of-an
baseline as well or is that really

)resenl,lnq ITIy SCIf aja private

noticed that we had plans for

unlined trench, and- is- _that n
an option that you're looking

citizen.

Ob IG0.DY

art of lust
at?

Marty Roselle

Rrvnn vnif Want to nnCWer that?

n ^..__ Col....n rvdn ruiry

The liners are, the different liner concepts there for the proposal include
---- __-_
-

	

	 ufl;}fled trench: T mean it was, ther e are those considerations that we have to
look at when we are evaluation the alternatives. It was, we thought that we

-	 should innk- at. The Twge of D
we	

OSSbI l itieS tiler 	 - One of -the key tip inga that i
auess	 V should share with you is that, there's a need for us to initiate this
particular oroposal should we get into construction to actually do, have a

'-

	

	 unit that has minimum technology requirements under RCt at this point for the
starting phase of the proposal. In other words, you would have to be double
lined and have a leachate collection system. Those are minimum technology
requirements, but there isan understanding that perhaps later on, once we've

- -been-able  to-gather-enough information abo't the performance and about this
site about the preferred type that we'd be able to perhaps relook at moving

 from that if ,s pos„bl-e for the -save.. of rn_ct	 e. efficiency , foGBrhaUS-awd y- ii um that 	 ^ +c' ^	 cost	 ^ .. ^..

---	 the -Sake of
LEL	 `

-1u S*- pow• You Knnw, what the needs are to make sure 
t
hat i t's safe

-----	 -	 - ---`- amd-orotive ui human -health -and the Lenvironment, -but -there -'s --that potential

that it could be unlined so in this startup part we 	 kind of making sure

- - that we examine that those possioiities here in that remedial investigation

lea- bill is+, <tud :̀  - -_a}`l- all' ex' q!# _qu__.	 nn7
a .r 	, .



Questioner
_ ,

^

I think so. I guess the assumption that I'm hearing is that the soil that
.i _ anet in is going to be the same as the soil that goes in 10 years from
then and 20 Years-from-that , So, you know, I 

„

thi

_

nk your, the idea of that you
----------	 -	 ---	 n	 of this s ystem iust	 'would establishtsn tine performance	 ^.. , ^ _._...	 couldn'tt happen. So, 

;t-± zv c m̂ mn}_ b,rk to Your answer to my question.

My other than is tha t you had a total of a 6 square mile facility. Did the

ZO to No million-cubic-yards,-was that for the 4 square mile facility, or did
that include the 2 mile ex p ansion area.

Brvan Foley

No, the idea was that the 20 -to-30- mi I i'lon cubic - -yards --was for the 4 square
usinq the conventional trenchinq method. The conventional way that we

woUltl build- d -1 andf-ill type --of--trenciv -where- there-would --he .multiple trenches

and that would take up the 4 square miles for that 20 to 30 million cubic

E-3	 yards.

_	
qUC +'VUC^^ig,.cr

so you really have like a 50% contingency here for our estimate on the

cY.	 amount of waste volume that's being produced.

Bryan Foley

There is that, the total need right now is 6 square miles and that beyond the
4 square mile need using that as I mentioned the multiple trench concept. The
Z square--miles-^s that expansion contingency that the potential need for

- -ae •rnaips some kino of continuous-expansion and we're operation-on estimates of

waste, remediation waste.

D^ 	 Inniseinn i

That additional 2 square miles is in case we, our original estimates were:
_(1) wrong, that we end up having more remediation waste, and if

--- -	 -,	 nn .. 	 will F1e nnin into + h ERDF that-	 ^+^^^^*jm r nation -waste/ deco mm^ss ion 
;̂

rry waste X1, 1 .... y n	 n...,	 ,,.^., ^euet.uu eow

-	 wasn't planned- for.-- -Thee'-s-al-sr some considerations in the 200 areas
themselves that we didn't take into account. Most of the waste generated for
the d snuare mil ps from the 100 and 300 areas.

-	 "Questioner i

-.- -` 11,

	

	 T'Ire

-	 question
--	 any kind

- fin iSh.. tif f--tb.i

then is, is the
of calculation,

fiktsaving - I

Gn- and 	dStt	 v nlee h"ve time
but.iq#?	 -et Some Qv^ ciac Div • =	 ,	 my

Cn^!-	 n' . +1	 -t7	 +hare
::vro - CdfitTny- eRCy; what bd51s"--- i-S--bohil-nu - ^ihrd^:..-15- I„"

any kind of error analysis that goes along with that
don't know that's 50% sounds about right?

pnm Innis

---------- ----	 -	 ItS :-- - nrptty-muirh n f	 bai i..	 fi g1-41

QuestionerVUeJl.lgner i



The latter of the two, that's, ok, thank you.

Marty t)neel l e

Gk, thank you. in- the back, are you able to hear the question or do I need to
repeat-them', ran you hear-them i q the-back: -Ok;-good.

Ts there another question?

Yes sir.

Questioner 2

Yes, relative to institutional controls, what's the design for giving up

institutional-- cont rol-s-for-the facility ? How lonq do you assume institutional

-„	 controls pet^is^ to protect the environment-and public health and safety?

'	 Bryan Foley
c.^

That's a good question.

- You don't know, I assume vnu Hnn't know the answer.

Bryan Foley

— ---- Tt--,inocn't limn- right --into- fP.y ni-nd with the.

Questioner 2

you 	
.

- Let me ask another gUeSt10TT. --I10 - yH - "I fl -tEfld -- t q- des-design - thr--- f^:9
l '
t i ^y for the

long term, such that you don't need institutional-controls: is-there a design
requirement? You talked about long-term effectiveness. Is there a

- requirement -on long-term effectiveness or is that a goal or what o you mean

py	 hi	 er	 u l.effectivenes- 	is it free use, you aL-	 s nic picture p	 was	 , 
Does that mean that we could nut a farm there and a person putting his well

down through the middle of the thing when you're saying it's closed, yes.

Bryan Foley

_F a-- n termC L--l-rmuq-firm-rffPctivenes ^ - It -getZ - the hntti T l - 1114 - IY .-t '^"a't-_-_-	 .r -_-	 rc.¢	 ^..r	 -	 _. ...
we expect that the facility, this proposal would be protective of human health

and the environment for the duration that it throu g h its final. . .

Questioner 2

Tnfinitv

Bryan Foley

Well, through the closure of the facility and. . .



Questioner Z

well that's 30 years in, what about 100 year in?

Nnrm Hannar

Let me help out here. We are going to assure that we are going to protect the
-- --n l a a i of of_ ri sk based data	 into + +

. __environment:-- There's-goi ng to __ _ _ _ _	 -Gu itiG- inw u1a, and

I believe the numbers up in the, to get to the Columbia River up at 10;000

years.

Questioner 2

No, I'm just talking about the site right there.

Norm Heoner

Lf
I realize that.	 There will	 have to be	 institutional controls.	 You will	 not

r be able to q lac e a well	 throuqh the landfill.r

-- ---- t, (J2Stlnner	 C

l̀ k,	 so if you're- goAng-to commit tha
cit y 	ra[nurn p..S permanently to this

rall a tC hnya in	 ET;-purpose, don	 you ne^1 withh a record of decision rather than

this other process to commit the,	 to go through a regular EIS process to

commit that resource permanently?

Rrvan Foley

-	 - I guess what I w^nT d chnrp with you is that, the values and the intent of NEPA

^i^ tfirnt nh this pilot Project to-be able to show that those values
1tun 7arP	 n ,i,nna and thPv'rp rnnsidered and evaluatedca atured i n the t egu^ atory	 _,

and I guess_ what might be helpful is, you know, I know things like

-__	 socioeconomic impacts, accumulative impacts, long-term, that kind of thing,
which is typically associated with or look at under the NEPA process, what in,

---r,	 r # s t h ings arn d 1f "eret* __ _^„erg s something that you have inFie 're nop lily Cou i.aR iii @ ,.hC..^- _h..,,_

V011
-- r mind that you think that an EIS might have that this regulatory package

or this framework might not have, that would be helpful.

Questioner 2

Well, we'll give you that comment. I was just trying to understand whether or
not you anticipated that if a permanent - comm -tmeni -or re-sourCeS required ail
FTC nr nnt,

I think I hear you saying, "No, it doesn't.”

Bryan Foley

-	 Weil, under, there is not an intent to do an -EIS- under-the NEPA process.



Questioner 2

- The answer is no, we d" 't need an EIS for the -permanent- commitment -of those

resources.

Bryan Foley

Yes.

Questioner 2

What, one other last question. What about judicial review of that ROD? Are
you going to have that feature, which is inherent in the NEPA process, or no?

--	 oryan Eoiev

That opportunity_ 	 to a ^^p^ i is that what you're talking about?ct

-	 --	 Questioner 2

Yeah, to qo to court and ask the question, hay, is this a legitimate,

pPrmanen% Cuuuui uncnL uT -^ dSUUicec

cri,	 Bryan Foley

I would certainly think, but I'm not positive, but I would certainly think
that there'd be an opportunity for you to be able to make that kind of, to do.

Ouestioner 2

So, that'll be in the regulatory process and that feature of NEPA will be in

the process.

Bryan Foley

-Too not nave an-o pportunity to be able to have judicial review or to be able to
make an appeal about this, doesn't seem like that we would be able, that
wouldn't make sense.

Questioner 2

^aa

Norm Heoner

I think EPA	 with us.

M__ ,__4_ram innin

-

Bob,. 	 under the cLR c.La authority ther2 =1s-n,,^ a Judicial- r,..,,....	 Tf _here is a
auestion about this, then it would probably be „ ro..yht up under some other

scenario other than at CERCLA. . .



Questioner 2

- ---Wel-1, that's-what-
`t-

 I'm _tryi-ng-to 'understand this, you don't have a CERCLA

-d- vlr [I,: un- huz _RCRA reL'•	 n	 hal	 14 NEP r ev'	 qot;v	 _.-._>,- Yoa don't Marvec a nil n I ,lew. You _

--

	

	 _same_ sort_ of thin g that's neither fish nor fowl, it sounds like, so the

question is, what - features of -BEPA, particularly the judicial review aspects

_ that ar-e-inherent-in NEPA process, are -going to be inherent in this process
describin^l T think that's the question.-- - t

h
at - you re	 ,.

Pam Innis

Thank you. I'll have to get back to you on that one, Bob.

Marty Roselle

Another question?

	

'	 Yes ma'am, in the back.

	

`	 Questioner 3

1 apologize for-missing the presentation. If this is a low-level waste

landfill, plus naLa'ruous waste, are you taking into consideration in your

"'-- -r lining the trenches and what notpackaging and In--Lire--pfiSSi uiiiLic3 q .	 g	 , that

	

.ra m -•	 e
some low=-level was Le -- is much ma—IC tUx l^. avv iuu..L--`;, r -deadly--than su-Me

	

- -_	 high-level waste? You know, that our definitions are mixed up and low-level
i^ got truly low-level all the time and that high-level is sometime less toxic

	

----than low-level, T mean how- are -you dealing 
Witfi
	 ]S3iie

---. -	 Pam Tnnis

We-have specific -waste -acceptance criteria that are going to be imposed on the

facility that we're looking at and part -of -that-i riput that we haveon Sit 
111%J

-	 - with those waste acceptance criteria are risk assessment of those different

-

	

	 constituent that would be going into the facility. We have set specific

criteria that the y must meet as far as risk and I believe it's stated in the
Tri-Party Agreement at the boundary of the facility with the first 100 years
will be a 10 to the -5 risk atthat boundary directly below the facility to

_- the-water table and after that 1-t-will be a 10 to the -a risk.

-	 Ouestioner 3

Can you -trarlsl ate into publicly understandable language what 10 to the -4 an

•10 -to the -5 means to just the general public? How, it's like translate the

math_ I donut know my_ math that we l l when it comes to 10 to the minus.

„ --- -Norm neuner-

1 to 1(1;000,

I III- - I I -..-.' ]

-- ----- -

100,000 what.



Pam Innis

1 in 10,000 for the, plus or minus. . .

Questioner 3

K15K: Klsk factor ? Ok.

-- n— i..

Or 10 -4 and then 100,000 to the 10 plus 5, plus or minus 5, risk.

Questioner 3

Do you any kinds - of,-are your looking at how you're-go i ng-to package the waste

that g pe$ iii t±ie re

Pam Innis

cam;

	

	 We're looking at different -options. Primarily we're looking at bulk disposal.
Primarily nose looking at hulk disnosal of the soils.

Questioner 3
cy^ 

What does bulk disposal mean?

Pam Innis

it'd be loose soils.

Mi petionar 3

VUS d.",,p it in7M

Yeah, one of. .

TAPE 1, SIDE 8

Pam Tnnis

--_-- ----	 ,_-	 .	 _fti -	 cTa -r vna rnoro-_	 h^ ^enendit^, orr ^,e	 ^.,... _ are some ITaL wi i i be more ap^ird^7r1 die
r.. k.	 nrnn+n inpri7ed

Questioner 3

Like-, what he an exam p le of that be?

Pam Tnnic--	 -...

- - -	 There will--be-sw.e--loose- naner or what ever comin q , some of thedisposal, old

burial grounds.



the

it

Norm Heoner

--	 Anything-with large voids which we would worry about subsidence or dirt

ac^tually`seepInq into thie vmlu. a'„d ...Ping some de; =esJIVII in tJie land fill
or in the unit itself. So, that would have to be containerized to insure that

would breach the liners or the covers.

Questioner 3

So, soil wouldn't be containerized and anything that isn't soil might be

C--.^-.nta i nerj 7Ad7 . _ fj -f_jS aT._._ n r-T, QT wi,aL i'iTi he Q, inv.

Pam Innis

-	 - For-the most part some of the soilalso may 
he rnn tainerized. We'll be

-looking at worker safety to give us guidelines on that. There may be some

that. 5hniiTd be contdnelizeU to promote worker safety within the	 facility.

e Bryan Foley
cr°,
T	 And again the waste acceptance criteria that we would set and the way that

- waste is actually placed in it would be, again, not only protected of the

workers' safety but also of the liner and everything else to make sure that

was, WO ii contained, if you will, within the whole unit.

Norm Heoner

We're reall y at the early stages of the waste acceptance criteria. Is there

- some - L means old -you -feel I,(lpt
.
^`%CT"%t11I Iq - sh3tild-l;@- CFint3-In^crizcd:^ What's your

n ^leetll^lleY

- I think that you have to- be awf,aly careful when it comes to just saying this
is low-level and that's high-level. High-level doesn't go in, low-level does
because some low-level, like I'm saying is far more deadly than high-level

--	—=	 the worker h 'th and safety let aloneWaste, and fad"` more- threaten ing t@ the wui nc, i,ĉ a, ,	 ,

public health and safety later on down the road-. So that's,- basically what
I'm saying there, and then just one other question for right now. Can you go

n-	 aeeu and want - plans - I -Ike this not knowing the answers t0 d lot of O e

-qu^s_,^ns_t^e^lie--sf 3 k r i^hx- now?1	 don't understand the process of how
-tirat -works-; - - that you- - can =p ahead -and -µIan-thi-s--1-and fill at whatever stage

it's at now, but not know the-answers -to -the-questions that we're asking real

thoro' ghly.

Bryan Foley

I guess what I'd like to share is that the, what we do here was talk about

some of he oft cons that weHe ox4 sally_rone,^ Q , S a and	 proposal to you

° .--s r_ osea d„_ after look no a^ the other op:;ous Sake offs;±e and other, that
this p articular concept be one that we, and again are trying to account for,
striving to-account-for the-public values that had been communicated that this
ha - the - direction that we need to go, and again we're workinq under that

-- - - -eX-oed-rt-ed need-for- bei
n
g . -able -having.-a place_.to.-. put .the remediation was te so



we need to begin work on this proposal, and truly only in the past few months,
I mean, I can't believe -the-short time frame, but we've had al ready am again

we just kind of had to begin developing a kind of proposal and the purpose of

till$ ITie°-.t illg 
Vr 

_COiirse- IS --tU - get your lilput on

Questioner 3

Start looking for the criteria for this plan.

Marty Roselle

And I wo ld add that this is a, you know we are in what we're calling a

c c^iAg Process. . .

Questioner 3

Right.t^

Marty Roselle

Which is trying to focus and one of the-challeng<s of public inO lvement is

coming early before you have answers and having people feel	 frustrated or

coming -	 _	 i.._	 ..
too late when you've a ready

..J.	 ,. ..i ^.made UdJecisioils and so we are at the

earliest point right-now.

Questioner 3

And	 a • .+.. 1 + el
l -

; `o thnt_tic was just at that level.
-
SO that's partly where- F1 lu- I - Mull -c.- rc -	 -

my questions are - com i-nq frolmi.

Mar t'r' Rosel le

J	 el.
3UVU. Vn.

Oups11 Vrlel 3

Thank you very much.

Marty Roselle

Tnank you.

- -	 - is there another que3tiani

All ri ght in the back, yeah.

I've been neglecting to ask you all to introduce yourself so, perhaps you

could do that for us.

Questioner 4

Is everyone introducing themselves?



marty Roselle

Well, the first fellow did and I forgot to prompt people to do it 'cause were

the	 J.; ....	 .^ cn	 r

	

in the q u es ion per iOd nv. t.	 .

nI1P[TinnPr 4

Jn i don't need to introduce myself, thanks.

I just _̀ want to ask a question. I'll introduce myself when I testify.

I need r- larificatinn of what you said were going to be the risks levels, the

d eSi^yn ri S4 ley P1	 at what boundary and what time.

Da	 Tonic-	 ram

`	 Ok, within the Tri-Party Agreement, it's been established that along the
C.—D,	 vertical p lane of the facility, basically a trench, that the risks would be a

-	 _
10 to the -5 for--the first IN years and a 10 to the -4 thereafter.

rr	 Oupstioner 4

Along a vertical plane, would you explain that in plain lay language?

Cam	 ..ra 1'.

1dOk n^ ar iT in Kind o a 3-0 oicture, you know-if -the aci1icier up here

and thenrnundwater is down here the vertical plane would be from that

facility edge down to the groundwater.

Questioner 4

Ok, so, the risk to hypothetically exposed persons utilized from the

groundwater w i ll be - 10 - to - the minus fifth for the first 100 years?

Pam Tnnis

Directly under the facility.

Questioner 4

Ok, and 10 to the minus fourth thereafter, and have you considered that state
i-i.n^ivc -run Prni	 a	 - ARA n of	 61D to +6n _'7

^^..... .._... __	 -_,	 , '.-t Set..-̀. 4n	 V	 uc _ :V .

Pam Innis

Beyond the facility boundary I believe is how they would put that to place.
This is within the facility boundaries we're calling basically this area under
the facility, kind of, used for the facility.

--Guest s on erVUC]6IVIICI 4

And what makes you think that in 6 years, 10 years, that the facility boundary
3 ^^rnmit pntr mrnn mlHn tndl....	 --, 1=5ri t ^ u3 Piy t^' :h 

.
:iiif.L,,' dl-v°s -e; ,- g7v-i:4 .-he	 - -- -	 .. ,,,^..^ ^^..,.J by



Assistant Secretary Grumble, of releasing the land? I mean the facility

houndar.y 's going to be Highway 240 and before you can spit.

Maybe that-would be a clarlfieatlen wnan 1 spear of he race lty. i;eraia, !'m

s'e-King of tliz tree itself not CU Hanford facility, it would be theN r.

---- ----.---disposal trenchitself.

Questioner 4

Ok, and-so you will be looking at the mock of standards as an AR.AR?

Pam Innis

Yes we will.

1	 A

^-	 4u °cS 
v____

will "Cn	 °t the S.amo ^Cntainer rpgiiirprnHave 
you 	 o!^a +- ±, •	 J . Meetents

_	 4 ills=d..^*
_ _	 - •.,	 ..asst site	 container 	 ras z^	 urle-ComlTl^'YCiai'^liGri-7-c'vei...va°^c wit..--a-nd-^^T-CC;lt 	 r3n..•  r„yw .,,,m .,n t.,

-	 -------- - -as if au wcr°c bri nninn was to in frnm nrf$ITP/y	 ..7...y

Pam Innis

- 1 1-i hp inrikino at hulk disposal for the facility trying to minimize

cost for reme^iatiorr. If there are any tontai-ners
that 

need" to be used,

t.hPv'll be decided at the operable-unit-itself -from the remediatiron, if 4 t'S

ae%iacu vu Ue.	 .

Questioner 4

guess t	 r.._ss ^- ___y _. i y?--_^_ R - +h + vnn
1
v° 

" Ira	 ma^_a -deCl&	 to- 1  	 - 1 - V{A .	 V - - i ^v:} f c ^4^-li` -that fwd - crr-y 	 yy^

.tilize bulk disposal before you've even gone through a effort to comply with

- - -♦ ookino -at - al: tern at-iva_ wi th 
an nn

°n mind. I'm a little bothered by that.

Bryan Foley

So—our-sav i ng that- youthat-you would like Li s to look at the containerization
5 WILL h° onrn +ha+ were cy aluating.r- c qu i i c^.... WILL u e owe mien	 _

Questioner 4

Well, I'm think it's pretty damn ridiculous to have a low-level waste site

-- -
	

regulated by the NRC, subject to DOT stands for the waste that's brought in,
that meets one standard and then create a dump next to it that you just di g a

trig `note and dump -the soil -in when the other site has to meet requirements for
containerization, use backfill to make sure that you don't have voids, makes
some common sense doesn't it? That's all, thanks.

Martv Roselle

Thank you.



u i a you have a question?

stiQueoner 5v^	 -

Yes 1 do.

Marty Roselle

uii rich,.

Questioner 5

Considering that there's a 5 square mile surface contaminated area, called the
Rr control area, just to the eastof the proposed dis p osal site location, why

i sn't the preferred location for the disposal in this surface contaminated

a rea ?01 a_u.

Unknown
^fr

"f

Rrvan Foley

F^Y1  

m ere were n^ prevlausly contain noted saes Uo n- th e" I^QA -ar as plat	 t„at -h
sufficient snare to locate the ERDF on

Questioner 5

Well, but the BC control area is 5 square miles and it's part of your
evnansinn area_ Tt's already within the BC control area.

Bryan Foley

Are you - 1S that t1Te -- CQntrp l - area, -- iS - th -at the - BC-. Cribs , --i $ -t;idt what

you're referring to?

Questioner a

Yeah, but the o square mtTes around surrounding the be cries.

Pam Innis

1 know One of the consideration we lookeld at for the construction of the
facility was exposure to workers, if they would be handling contaminated
surface contamination. There's a possible exposure scenario there.

m^e^+;...,or S

But the disposal facility will be doing that anyway.

ram innis

_Not_durina the construction p hase. The ideas is to minimize exposure to the
contract people who would be develo p ing the facility.



Arian FniPV

And, if I could say something else there, in actually, I guess there, we're,

in --looking} at that area, there would have to be an excavation of that in order
tp -put in tc actual7T 	 in-the nrnbgse^. an d 	n what would you do witnr r
L-1

611	 .

"Questioner 5

BC cribsand trenches only occupy a small part portion of that 5 square miles.
The rest of it is surface contaminated and already essentially committed to
dis posal or waste in some fashion.

Marty Roselie

Sounds like that's an
TnnG at: ; - anri --i if - You-`Q
+i.V ^-nv^:.' ld- bP--ri re-a t. -bllab	 .7. -

side - - conversations-or
kind of hard to hear

alternative and a comment that you would like for us to

l ike too bring that up again during the comment period

so	 encourage1 would T4k^ tp cnrniira^a yug all to minimize the
nn oIultsfi P	 it I s Qi	 In and	 sitperhapJ -y .,	 d_-because s6rac	 g

ip here.

Did you have a question?

unkriuwn Ma i e

We did look at - the - 200 3C,
ttrat ,__^t was thought to be
standpoint to artually dig
that area. So that, -it wa
standpoint, it was not one

there was -aprevious study done an another crib
too hazardous from a human health and safety
u p and it was considered to just put a cover on
s considered and we looked at it from a human health
of the things we wanted to pursue.

Questioner 6 (backaround)

==	 M^ l,n-. di rnvarod the RC rr bs and trenches, but the barriers was still ok to7

hold the disposal site and -the remainder Of the	 -; especially if you

----- ----- ----- -	 ^^_.,,; —.a.J	 trenches,  yo	 G er P	 e	 Sare going c̀g a mrnimiccu sized- —}^li ,may n^Y" vES!-- _xpand thi
G...;l

	

	 s;do tha	 of this contaminated area.'J

Norm Heoner

So, are you saying, use that area

niia <tinn, pr F

Why open -up -clean_desert, when you've got dirty desert right in that spot?

Norm Heoner

Cn you've Saying , p lace a barrier over- the c'rlu area and then Use the
remainder of the area for the evolving trench.

Agri.. Roselle
ran r'^.v Roselle

r•__.._ T 7.gnk ,t thnt9



--_-__	 4ne von pad a Clues, iur1.v, ^.... 

Questioner 7

'-	 -	 nvarh^ad that your had ditiril5tinnYeah, 0usrt two qu7c^c ^omme^:° I^ the	 Mat ,
al t.e rna t IJc S or options, -- one - thing - that -1- urink was - -missing was a treatment
option, an offsite or I should say, a removal and treatment option before
disposal. Such as removal of long-lived radionuclides and treatment of the
soil. I think that should be an option and then consider-it a low-level,

^,a;	 1;ae< riicnnsal facilit
y
, for the long-lived radio-nuclide-short-- ived .,.,.uc.,.._S	 ---	 8--	 ..

or vitrified or taken to the high-level repository. Now, the other comment is

along the lines of what this gentlemen here.

Marty Roselle

-	 `- Is - that a`question; were you asKrng ^,iczher nr pat. they did look at that?

CM	 Questioner 7

Yeah, sure, whether you did or and basically a suggestion to include that, it

appears that -ttat_wr3s not included.

inn i C

	The	 option was nat considered directly for the disposal facility.
--- _ -	

-	 __._	
-r _	

1

Any treatment that would take place,-wou
r
ru take puce at the o-perahle unit and

be recorded in that record of decision for the operable unit.

Brvan Foley

In other words.

Marty Roselle

Before the waste got to the facility.

^ d,Ti i ii ri

Before the waste got to the facility.

nnactinner 7

Ok,_ I guess _then _it relates back to the system to the overall systems
__- t ic	 -	 s	 - elates to the other question,engineering oi:-the entire facility--arts} somewhat r.....,..._ to _	 que

-	 p ,. ;
-	 comment that he pad, it makes since to 'me to ui i the tOn3m1f1atTOtl away iYviTi

the river from the 100 areas from, the-300 areas and such but it doesn't make
- --	 -#-A ^ ;,l1- +Fie- , nnt^mita#-ilSn- from the rnntaminat_.Pd 7ones within theuIn'l	 11C ..0 'P .	 _:._	 ._.

700 area plateau in the east and west areas and create contamination zone in

basically clean areas except for the B% crib area. Thank you.

Marty RU]CI iC

Any other questions?- Ok, 'its move On to comments then. question? Yeah, go
-_.___	 ahPan,



VVC]LI vital v

my name is Allen-Vault.-- Have you done a performance assessment on this

disposal site and what's - your expectations on the groundwater, radionuclides.

You have.

Bryan Foley

There's a plan to do a performance assessment.

Questioner 8

-,...;.... +^ +,r+ `'od_Struc t i on in 8 months and you haven't done a-- -	 ---	 -- !U	 1 C ^V Yti9 --bV --344i - v s.

performance assessment?

or°Tan ry l "eY

Aaain, the performance assessment is part of the schedule of this proposal.
CO

m

Questioner 8

- ^}^. van lava a ka_v t_ wort, on the grout performance assessment says the types
of things you're-proposing even with the double leachate collection liner, you

know , 6/7 thousand Years your material is in the groundwater. Now, while I'm

askin g if you've done this, do you have mixed waste, do you have land disposal
rce+Ylf'+Gl^ W'J <ta

o.....,..	 .Foieui 7ail	 c7

WaL-+:11 hnvp - +hareis a nnt pntial for mixed waste to be generated.^-- .._I

Questioner 8

------My-interpret -ation -of - regul-atlons -Says t h at -requires a - . double.__leachate

CuH eLt.on-t , Her as s ''.n ^^11	 Y-o -ta d- you're_nut_nQ_tn look at minimum
tec h nology	liner.-- We did - that 50 years ago. Are you going to dig

-	 -H +h n l -__ e77ff ^ cte? - LIP'ye z-lxt?ady -lone-tha t fas t , The sta te law also^._ p 

requires, my interpretation, that youevaluate the treatment option which
you're not-doing. -You-should look at inceptirlg vitrification. You''-re just
taking a waste source and moving it to let it bleed into groundwater.

-- --------------- o.I, u Iatinn <av vnii wil l Iy	 :ll look at treatment an you've excludedthat.

Swan P nnlav

na p e<s_---1 Up.derS*and what the concern about haw if the waste was not

properly contained-within-this proposed facility . . .

Questioner 8

D-egul-ations say you look at changing, treating the waste and changing the
waste form, not just packaging it. Does your package have a 10,000 year life?

_-.- -_--- - YoV ` re worried about subsistence. This-. t in -box _ you're mina to bury it in, is
it going to last 10,000 years? Have you looked at these things?



Bryan Foley

Again, I guess I would tell you that 1 know we have a plan to 'try to execute.

Questioner S

-	 Any way Joil -look at it: --t p ink you5 re premature in this ^ e a 	 YbU don't
t0 present.en+--ÌiaVe anythin g 	 N, e^c„^.

--	 - -	 !A-r1'L Unf01 ID

__	 _	 _	 1	 - l	 -questionlust.	 Idn	 +
We I I-, and- that was the other comment ear I y i n -ques t I o,,. nc dr e a the

-	 -4_, 3rrina in 	 seop yin^ and-so tr,mt'f z nnn,i quest ion that been noted.

Ouestigner o

_..
•-_-	

-
You 	 -c_ enuiuu'rF OO1n0 t0 start In 8 months anyou'rerau ^av^ ^ c-0rstruc#1^ri- Win	 v  ,v 	 _	 Y

	

x	 _--- going ^0-mE?t aii Ulc NEp4 rnnnlrnment	 That's what you said.

i'^drty itOSe
77 

e

	

-	 Ical^ 	 Ica,,.

It's an ambitious schedule and it may not be doable, to see what, but the
comments are good ones and that's what we need to hear and why.

- lik ; last call for questions at this point. Any more?

Ok.

Il l-La	 ..+..
Al I rI IIL, co11mmen s.

-	 -1 ,10 have sire cards and again:- if you d' like to make a comment I'd appreciate

it--if-you'd rick Iip a hhank card, There are a couple of people around the
room with them. Our timekeeper, our volunteer timekeeper, what was your first

rl $-	 -	 - t f9 £	 if
.f 

-you_ wouldn't mind standing up when there's ahoilt
---- -- - - ITie - agd l n ! -	 : -	 you

-	 ---'F.i +l f.-y,_ LL ^: S :. mi-1 ita Y.} a - nn,n nN	 lid ^nnr^ri^T^ iT
-	 _fJ.-jRL.UIWzs UGI V, C- "Ia -r-un-,- .	 .-.	 pe: ......

All right. Our first commentor-or-speaker- is Bob Cook wish mite Yakima indiarl

Nation. Bob.

o r l, r ­ 11

T ------ t_n some of the comments I was going to make by my questions, but
basically, there was note of the U.S. Ecology site right next door to this
particular site. It has requirements of no institutional controls being
ailowed to be assultled beyond 100 years past closure-of the site, and it

assumes that you can't take credit for any engineered barriers beyond

50C y£dr' aft£i" the fngiii@?red barrier's i nstalled. You can't assume a life

fsr =ah engineered barrier beyond 500 years to protect the public health and
safety. I'm not sure what the public health and safety risk is, but I don't

-	 -	 -think it's 10-to the -? for that site, I think it like 10 to the -b, that the

assume d cancer death rate would be for somebody living and farming the area



-right at the site. i think you need to considt ir- all-the-scenarios that are
potential scenarios that could exist on the site and around the site,

.including tarmingscenarios, irrigation scenarios, that Can raise the
groundwater right up into the waste disposal facility, particularly,

--- -	 potentially considering those hydrologic conditions +hero	 Thar- very well
may be some sort of co-leachate zone in that area that causes the groundwater
to be perched up into inundate that material. The BC crib area had about

!7 -i-lli,.^, n al lons of water dumped into the area in the past and told I don't

know if this is for sure, but I'm told that the tritium that went in never

reached the groundwater. That was the case in VbIICI areas wllere the ground
was more permeable, but it very well could be due to some sort of aquetard,
not aqueduct, but a co-leachate l	

up
layer or something else that kept the water

_and Balicar it -- __ spread---o -ut. One ul	 Ile comments that one lauu use group,
wtish -.-was-a-member of, said was to, don't create any harm, don't do anymore

damage to the resources. ?his -clearly 11n fl kc tike i. t s uti lizing a new

uncontaminated area, which -is-inconsistent, at least the way 1 i°•-e°pr^'^^

r	 that, that advice is inconsistent with the advise that that group g ave you.

The buffer zone was not intended to be a disposal zone, it was intended to be

a-buffer zone. The intent was to utilize the areas for waste management

-activities that are already-beg-ng- utilized, not-new-waste management areas ana

that buffer zone was intended to keep people away;-not -to-create a new waste
M"'	 a;^n ^^1 area	 At l eas t that was the way I understood the buffer zone, andv^rJOI-

that went along with the idea that you don't utilize new uncontaminated area.

- That was a ùig issue, to AUG no harm - to - the - natural resources.

i. hE asT LftTn4 tn
	

—ionaL idle IdKi:ma rat 	a }edr g lniv:d - 1 nt erested in is:::
	-	 __sure _the treat y ri ghts are not abrogated to -game re and b' someAldik!-	 m	 ;- 

permanent action that -such -a disposal facility may cause, the Yakimas have
rights to gather fruits and medicine and utilize that land for various other

!!mss inrllidina huntina and oasturin q stock. Pasturing stock, we have

indicated is probably limiting scenario, if they chose to do that with respect
1`2_3	 ..	 k- +6a - + :+r is	 L,	 +	 lnentff Luc u.3: ^cJtiny ' ate; wn `7^.: .;c	 aLC s 1PIfking o Close anu tiyiny i.0 d0

a performance assessment on. The scenario involves irrigating crops,
-	 irrIgatin, alfalfa crops for pasturing s+„a^ T three crops a year for example.

That's a lot of through flux of water and that scenario should clearly be a

scenari o that's used in whatever performance assessment you use to determine

acceptability. We are very skeptical that you can in fact achieve or do your
disposal, like you're possessing it without treatment as was suggested here,
nail without env ions=term en g ineered barriers and still mea+ +face requirement;;nd	 -	 -

-	 with -a large influx-of water comi
n
g through the surface, in the future, which

i s going to -be-, -so-thi-s-wnp^e - issue -of - institut areal-controls 'you s
h
ould  Comae

to grips with and would hope that you wouldn't be any less conservative with
respect to institutional controls than-the low-level burial ground right at

--the edg e of the site_ And the other thin g is that the cumulative impacts of

all the -i; r Luria; grounds should be considered and-the Slt g should be safe

and usage should be allowed in the future it seems.

Marti Roselle

Thank you Mr. Cook.

Cynthia Sarthen, - Heart of America Northwest.



-	 --Cxnthia Sarthen

_	 I'm staff attorney for Heart of America Northwest. I'm not making an official

t=t elTc;lt ri ght n nw. I'm making a personal statement because I had nothing to
r -- * .- .-1 6 4 in hero , . ...... ..T now ha

have
a lot to say. I r2dl 'ly dlS t4T bed thatFay - Ilfrl iii -r 1 1.611^GY 111	 .... .. 

people were sent here to face the public on a process that we were told was

----
going to integrate-CERCLA_and NEPA when they don't even know what NEPA is all

abd'.a. Firs? of a71, no there is no Judicial process when it's been

integrated into CERCLA. Second of all, you do not come in and give

- conclusions in a NEnrA hearing, a- sEOping-hearing iS to se e what we think you
_-_..----,	 --	 c___ I d ._

"shUUd ^UtiSiuer, rlu t- the-coal-0SIQnS y01 have .alread y reached. Nor It 1S

ready are ropriate to start, OVIt of, making people ask questions when they
-----	 -	 -	 -,-„

I 	 VI^. -e r.,na'rnw- x#. ,.t,, p......le 	 nr havu people side	 therewant ta-conmseut, V	 gam__ ^cu c,	 ,..	 with o
--	 people on the way, th at-they Answer questions , or whatever, and i apologize,

well

at 	 ,_ o	 r	 that there has	 an-- but- i sort or" p g int they a^ ^h€ fac l̂:lt " t..r, cal.sa--I-;elb _..__	 _ 
has

a little bit of a, ", -they didn't really say that and we didn't really do
- '.`-s'	 that, dnd	 - are really early in the process," - and --t̀hat's not LPie way t0 Oet

•-

	

	 the public to come up here and talk. Because most people feel very afraid to
------get before - this- TticrophQne -anyway-. - Second of all, to nut You on notice since

....t on -your table, -^ ie state has invoked the S PA process. Which means
-whether or not-DOE does of EIS; this will-be-subject to judicial review,

__^	 _ _ri,,.	 „..ed *	 i r I	 armit if nnnlebecause the Stale Wi^l'noc ^oe dI It 	 w Sole	 n	 a-3 r	 ,..	 _	 challenge
_ 	 e	 of *1%4e process. So whether or not this is an integrated-4-•' -	 rna agc^u__	 ui 611 1Z

ceSS	 lt	 lT- ave *	 - f Ill FPa tuna nrnress. Second of all 	 I'

	

---- pro^-__-, yo-u ti i i -^inv=-cQ to--do 'a .̂ Lr,- N.., .-..^r_ r • - - -	 I	 m

really disturbed about the ERDF process, or the facility, not because I don't
think it's a good idea and not because I don't think it's necessary. I do
hal-i-eve-it'-s neC2SSare':, hot what I'm worried about is , 	 don't see DOE

considering the potential for recycling of materials. Now I know that there's
-----_.. ro.-vrlinn nr" matori Alt to release them to the outside world, but I do

believe, and it has been told ta'us'by-v€ry manly experts A the `'old, that

_.--	 *^ -pa	
-_	 - 'ot

.-
 df- material- that can be recycled and reused at facii iti es like

Hanford - which would reduce the amount of waste that would go--into the soil at
_Hanford,_ and_=I worry because I have read DOE documents where DOE considers

t_ -	 i	 + e - fryers -/fi r -- & ; q1 ^t -^a i_r J--ias no value -aild.-th^^+ofcre
i. ^QT Y.IIC JUTi - ^^ alQ `.I^l: ^ - lJ 	SP11.	 -

it can be used--at no cost to anydn2, and I think the people of Washington
would differ with that opinion and that the soirs and _thy i-and-of Washington

are 4a1 obi tG tls a^d	 a-.jlydi l-ike -v!_SS_l __ l__ — 1-ittle -Qf - i1; -as -passible-. -.	
J

fa 	 t	 na:	 a	 for l ^ n^_lived ra dionuclides. Because whether or3c a 7 rnfa., ,It P , 3si c?ry- f
o
r "„y

not it looks pretty on top, that site will pose a danger to our children and
our children's children and so we would like the highest of all protections
nnttihla,  We would like a consideration of institutional controls. We would

--lik
e 	 •- *•_	 ll _ ler - t'	 -a	 W would I ilfalike an - open dnd fl6fi^St Cconsideration 17f 3r ^ d tr^^I'i3^Y1@^; and ,.e ......... . ..._

you to consider whether-some-of these materials can be treated before they're

-	 placed in here and whether they can be recycled. I don't think that's very
-l	 1lmuch to ask and i would ilKe t n .

l s process to consider that. Thank you.

Marty Roselle

----.--- - - - Th,n
11 „	 are	 i e t Hearer. of America Northwest.,a„^ ; ot.•	 6 t , al-d Pain. "t_, ..--^ - -	 -

--	 -	 --	 __-	 I p rA ld pa IIIPTT.

-- ----- man- 1--use tie-radium, because I deed. to be able to read my notes, put them on

something.



Marty Roselle

You don't have enough light over there or what do you need some. .

cep al, A Doulett

i need LU pUL 1 L on j ulile LMng.

Marty Roselle

Ok.

Gerald	
_
tt

Can I do that?

Marty Roselle

All right.

7-
f;Pra d Pau l ett

=r	 'Tau can stand right e.e e'v e n..

To satisfy NEPA and SEPA values, we believe that U.S. DOE and the regulators

must du the foil Cwin^yC

A. - -Conduct- -pub l ic -hear nas on the draft package of all documents that you

int@nd to a:.i nnt ilnriar the NFPA and SEPA process, as equivalent.

v----__-^ ^o^g+-^-+ e that a vc amafir- intFrd icrinli nary annrnarh has been

	

-	 -utilized to assess all-environmental impact - r-	 Lire action and

-

	

	 alternatives, incl-uding an assessment of specific wastes that could be
- --- reduced; reused ; treated as alternative actions.

	

f.	 -The agencies dust comprehensively, and I stress comprehensively, assess
-------------°---- .- 	 _	 x-.	 r .___,.G all.. :_	 i^ i -ncludin^ -all--fO reeaeohlo i SBS of the_ - ttve—Cifmu^^7ve--roreseea^lc nnNacti. ^^	 y

-	
^	 A.....__ m_l.. th e first-	 racl ^ I L^^ - LIS%eau ul uScS uw my L'IL'y ""'	 phases.

	

D.	 Comprehensively assess the costs of the action, use of this dump site,
for waste management and remedial action units which will be covered by

-	 the proposed action and demonstrate that the prior commitment of

landfill costs will not prejudice- subsequent-treatment versus dispusd

zost-tenefit analyses.

	

E ,	 Aareg that adequacy of the document package may be challenged pursuant

to SEPA or NEPA. The public isn't willing to give up its NEPA rights if
it can't be challenged. If you haven't looked at all of the

--	 al tarnatives, you haven't used the interdisciplinary prnrPCC, PtC.

---- _---
	 The
	 k -ge must--MF n} EPA-a 	 h..^^.WNMln +

	

n v Fnr being
F. 	

Trrie package 	 llr^^ Sir„ brd IPA ICI^U^^CIIICIIL.] ^„l „^,,,g
-	 understood, not just permit documents in other words, and reviewable by

the public and the decisions makers, pursuant to SEPA, and the



 of the documents h as-to be-c'+ear	 CA-and the acka	 at a whole-	 -	 organizationR̂	 R-- --
must be easily distributed.

-	 - _	 --e- =	
commit

- G: ---	 Ire pauxag nos - LO--address- Lhe -IrrBVei'Sibie	
_Luunu l uuentS of and and

-	 --- ----- funds - and - discuss how those commitments will not foreclose subsequent

cost benefit analyses - and - the choice of ai- ternati ves and review of
alternative technningies including , in your scoping we want to have you

-	 -----
address how you will meet the letter and intent of RCW7105-050 and our

--- --- - ----------- State' S-Waste- manag °;P°n=t -p r3cT,1-GE	 -WE Want you t0 address the
uDact"of land coumritment on treaty rinhtS net Ural Ye50UYCe5, and the

values of the Future
LUmmen111-

	 Site
'^	

te Uses Working Group, and here we want to

endorse offered an behalf v̂l the Yakima Indian Nation by BobJ
ar-}--- --	 -Ul-l eretl	 {

-	 L	 at^l	 l..aK	 ,.	 lfcally ang irl	 ^ual we wane o emphasize
that- Ann arL3 nt_.l y vnu_'ve totall y misread the report of the Future Sit=

Uses 'Working Group which put an extremely high value on not usin g clean

land for aisposai. That you need-to look comprehensively at the
200 area and assess - 16 the document package aTT-potential wastes that
may go fit-O., l andfill after- LreatmeSL iS-!Av L,._and w.at arPaS arP

aLail-able-for such _a unit ^wi-t1iimthe hnundaries of the existing fences
of -the=299- areas - As Boh said; the -buffer- zone, -and i -worked -on -that

section of the report, the buffer zone was meant to be a buffer zone,

	

a.._^	 • t "	 Th, n L, youflu I. yuuf- uUlly ^ 1	 .Lc.	 agog

Marty Roselle

Thank You. Paqe Kniqht, Hanford Watch, Portland.

_	 _	 ;_- a,- e Kni

- -- - 1--GGn - 't iiaVc -a= -i	 i' - ttCi} ic2"1"^ a&! tc a moo- orrer==:-. Ynu-- now, -i- come h."..̂.	 ^ ,

many people would think in th is
 
audience as an outsider , but I come here

because I'm concerned about groundwater contamination, air contamination, and

--_-_--__-- = what that -doI?- to.
.._ . nnt.-nni_J-vanr5'r_lv'$ but to the region all around you and I

feel like I'm apart of that region down in Portland and I actually represent

quite	 f l -o -fpecYl-o 4;hhf-, filal. the+.- _mile - = rwa, and I
I..; ­ -1- llc;. 4 U WC

Y

adversarial -, but I'm -here -to remind myself and ail of us that there are a lot

a! Oe0^ule sitting here -in-+hi ss -audience, -a-- l ot of n pnnl p in this town and a

lot- -of-people-all over-whin are working- really-hard to change tree cu lture of

the way things have been with the DOE. We want a clean site. We don't want

	

-	 - to see workers-going back and starting the same project over and over and over

_	 again. and if the laws that Gerry just talked about and the concerns that the

-	 -	 Yakimas as-a gyration, are -expressing and people 'who worked on the Future Site

land use Group have s pent more than hours and hours, you know, coming up with

wayswas to - ,L- ti is d Ve Y`j livaYre place for people many years down the road.
y	 _ 	 i-^ 	 ,.	 a	 i	 -.tti	 - Iln rvt6inn fh"t

-----  	 of that work is flat-taker, -into -uunsiu^raI, 
i a,1	 11	 ^crc: 6111 int Wuoe

we're doing and all the money being spent on public participation right now is

	

-	 a-sham and a waste. So I stand here asking that the laws be followed. 1, you

know, 1e whFl-w .̂ .rk ad the-tank wzte-remediation system task force this summer

keot using the theme, "get on with the job, get on the job," and when you here

s--. --

	

	 ome of us talk, I think you think that we're holding up the job, and that
isn't my intention, but we're going to be holding up the job in the future of

- _	 t.	 ^ m" ;c	 nn t	 n	 ri g ht ^nri T kn ow 	 r
^,t;,	 r or, t0iis	 Lulllc	 nc	 L-do t;hl„gs- nht , ^,	 ew that thl

is sup port to be an expedited action. I think that we need a landfill, but we
-	 .	

or	
.. I	 I . "" n	 nn"

	

°`	 -ai?VP *n-{-^kp d- - JhYSK - arm - a_^I:_ --rlLCY!llr_Lha-. -.^ - ucnl uunc -i.il_ii - 1_Qf the areas,



----integrate--this, look for the right place, look for the right safety
containments, to me, when you're looking at risk-assessments, when you are

^...	 4G. {. _..^	 ill on", h^i,n nna nr__ two 	 cancer deaths peron lv - sa9ifn_( - hat,_ -uh-,- we I r on", ^,a.c "'_	 tU m9rE-_dnC-- ----'-
^;.r	 n	 nrir my cal	 I

.f-, do
	h	 ` '

--

	

	 WJUUOa1,V,	 ...,......,	 . ..aVe LndL rl9hi to d2Cl^P that two more people

can die? Do I have that right? I don't think any of us have that right and

-o n e the-th l s=that-t tt+il}k that wa don't realize sometimes is that it's
not only, maybe one of us or maybe one of our children will die, but we could

----	 be creating a very mutant, if you want to be science fiction about it,
-- :,e:,aw.^+_ nin -pf -nannla Way dOWn - tile -r6ad1 -arid tilt 4 a Worry, I mean, we have

-

	

	 vlMe=ay seen signs of that type ofthingand there are more and more studies.. ­U,
- -oM4 n -out about the lo ng-level effects of radiation, of low-level radiation

not just, you know, high-level radiation. So, I am saying look at the laws
that have to be followed, look at the areas, look at the work that your
workers are putting into this, and don't make them have to redo this or risk

----_---- ------t. leTlFiYes -- anymore- tTian they have to risk them$elv p s, in doin g some of this
kind of work, and do the right thing. You know, there are guidelines all over

--	 of dollars being	 rethe place out there right - now. There-are billions ^^	 g spent he._

-	 and you want it to- show for something.--i-Want it to -show-for something for

	

ave - nv	 - -__^	 -you.- I din''	 h-t ,...._ a.., ecnnnmlc benerlt to gain rrom TL -lmme to eiy by cci,T,ii,u
f<	 ;,,p-here,-i naye t,ie `uemefit of knowinq that this whole region is becoming

healthy , working tnna	 r re
thoa h , w ^,..y	 _.._.	 gion. So thos e are the places that I come from

''	 — --- iii C. pminn itin hero to c_neak and I urge you to take a look at all of the
different things that have been said in terms of the technicalities and the

laws, etc. and do the right thing.

Marty Roselle

Thank You.

That's all the cards that I have received. Are there any other people out

„-	 hAre who wm,: l d like to make a comment?

Yes, and then Eric. Thank you.

Ll1.t + s is	 a. mWill	 - Ha yward--	 ,	 ---.....

Yeah, Ijust would I guess like to make a comment following up on my question
eartier and 1 think this process should address an alternative of locating a

-	 site in the BC-control- area,-that -does _not mean an top of the existing cribs

-	 and trenches; which I would in my -al-ternative I would-say would be capped
under a permanent barrier, -but-that-the disposal facility be located out in

- +ha surface contaminated area. To me that meets a lot of the values that have
-__	 hegn nr2sented 'here as m7nimizinQ -areas dedicated to waste disposal,

C3n^7d	 hg ti`s..¢	 M l- z, arrvauy lu advertently=ded i cated -to--waste management

because of its, it is contaminated. I_t_ will be that way either while we let
it decay for a couple hundred years or if we were to put the disposal site in

- rt -^ othat l ocation: it also .s- mpc,^an t6 ^ me not be ..Z to open up new areas a
desert or new areas of sagebrush and this really hit home to me today when

- - "	 _	 ;tl.	 +h= n^ ,_. h «	 ;d "This state and the- _ pepactmpnt ofLnere- way ail a,	 in	 Jdpe c a^ sa
i
d,,

- -- - Eaergy-are spe nding 5o ,000 dollars to p lant sagebrush on the old site as part

sf t e	 _.. `hr waste, mislabeled waste, whatever it was, so I think it's



---	 imprmtart ,'f-we're spending money -to--plant sagebrush, let's don't go out and

dig it up unnecessarily, any way that's the end of my comment.

._rte; Roselle  -------- Fiari.y 

Thank you.

Fric- I'm ooina to turn the timer on.

1 Jet It Vn all mi maes.

I guess there's - not much that I man say that hasn't di7`e3dy beery :^atd, except
+ +_ - T_think- what is so disturbing about this meeting this evening is that it

D
strikes uie_as_quite-premature. I recognize we're trying to get a scoping
started here, but what I guess what bothers me the most is the, some of the

--	 alternatives that are being considered. I think they don't represent group
- -
	 s_; e'sc4<- I think- at r •as brought inn nn several occasions now this evening,

` - -- wF `-- - •• °lawfu' and those sort of things are obviously going to- -LlICy dr e pci iidw, ' 7I
----

	

	 ise quite a -hit

as

concern. and what happens by coming here this evening and

including those as aiternativ2s, i5 you i0os@ a tremendous amount Of

- cred i bi l ity , and that's what's been hurt in my mind, tonight. So, you've lost
credibility in my eyes by bring forth those alternatives that I view are
scientifically invalid or unlawful. So, before this EIS comment period comes
up, I would suggest that there's a tremendous amount of homework to be done,
and that at that time, I think one of the things you have set yourself up for

_

	

	 now is a tremendous-amount-of scrutiny down the road ; because this is one I'll
definitely keep my eye on, because I am very concerned. That's all I have to

say.

r--tv"nseI I eo

Thanks Eric.

n,-a +4. P^,.,, nthpr• comments?
M.

or

	
right.1

-	 comments
if dnyone who hasn't tfinkvn, a„ f'IU111.

-	

. all right, we'll	 e other
other qu e ,n S_ _ wewell	 - S _t	

_ _ .__a-
commentsnts 	 ^	 .,^.e^t;..n., as ...,1- ^ I.	 _-"=. is a comment or a question?

.

a	

of 6 --dT
It-'.5--a-comment _reI - afiiija -  'n 7-}teCe - BC CYSbs - a^Ci - u^ eY- auJ_'ai-cit,, ar Cas. 	 'n2
haven't, - the Yakima N ation hasn't bought the fact that those BC cribs would be

	

_	 tinn y--. ...	 a<..t; L,I^-they. are narmannT tV-_-wn$n -l q T3CL we - -th7n
k
 -that they ^uvuiu be

clean up. They probably pose as big a hazard, if not more of a hazard than

-
what they might be proposing to put in this other facility in the long term.
A." in +art it ;; usarl and is formed in the future. There's no design that I

-	 -^^	 h-- +hnt,a^nv	 ne++Know ,n^ 	 ittitinnalsf rel-ati ?ta- tl ase- uu	 .. r.	 i- r d -of--i-n t

controls. - So -they again, should be cleaned up at some J point along the line.
--	 That remains t o- be one of the remediation ,jobs i think along with some of the

-	 --- ^_, m -j+arZ 4,, -r na -',)in-aroa_ -Thy rnnr Flit-that we have - S cri f i ce zone
anywhere on this site, as far as I know, has never beeTr - formally accepted by
the government, ok. There's never been a commitment that this site is



COMM t+c,l forever and that's the case. One of the issues that the Yakima are
involved with are just the commitment OT T`ESOLrCeS --dfla --hdVl'ng - r25tordtiorl for
resources that are committed for any length of time, the lost use of those
resources being the trustee

of resources on L, 
under the CERCLA NROA process and so if there are

commitment-	 -	 ---	 +ye sea ,.,a — - of the Yakima,a ,, .. I....	 _he	 which would prevent

	

-	 szom `r an jtijNinu the land! in aCCUr^ditG@ wi th troaty ri ght ,; that a
significant issue and I have not heard that the government has ever come up

with-that kind of cnmmitment or admission that that's the case.We hope it

isn't the Case. We dofl 't think,--frankiy, don't think -It--is. -T think Those BC

-	 cribs can be cleaned tp,-frankly , as well as the end springs area and the
-- -- ---	 ih , n,	 i+_figs_ - in - the N - area.. I - mean,. that's much more of a close-hand

rows, but we fully expect to get the long-lived isotopes out of those ditches

	

---- nnri- anti---Crlr S-u fiG:nt: ca -}il . the future--- So, 1 Just wanted to comment on this- _ n .	 ..
gentlemen's assumption that those BC cribs will remain intact: -- we do expect

- ,C t mJn;iH nn should be Cons idered. Its impact should beiiy

considered in combination with any disposal that is accomplished. Again, _keep
- i	 utilize the 1 ed at 100In mind the NRC requirements are that you can u L r ^ 3 z^ ^„^ , ..aa ,...	 years

- past closure for any surface usage,-and in--fac t intruders can aet into

c=)	 whatever you've got there and be safe at 500 years past closure even though it

	

-,'-_-_	 may he 30 meters below the surface, ok. There are no engineered barriers that
are suppose protect intruders at the, beyond the 500 year time frame in that

-.._	 - -other -barial -grounds. So we would hope that, whatever design criteria used,

whether it 	 for hazardous waste or--rad', oactive waStp a?` mired was -t0 arld
„1.,-10„01=+; k 1	 waste or hi gh-level waste or TRU-waste, whatever it_-	 - -	 - - -

i. s, that the same criteria of no institutional controls and no assumption of

°c@, e`1 harriars be the basis for the design.
engineered

TAPE Z, -SIDt -A

Marty Roselle

-
---------------nose

-the grnun mind, I should have asked you before, but came right ahead and,
---- ------_____ 	 1-_ 

tim
ekeeper bus y +hough if you do not mind Eric.we'll-keep the LIIUC M1COy,c, ....+, though,	 no

Eric H000v

I1 there are more questions I'll wait.

Marty Roselle

,-,.
-- Doesn't appear that we do-nave questionn , 

_ iyn+L rlow, so come ahead.

- Eric H000v

T< it necessary to keep time.

Marty Roselle

1 'think so. .

Er, ue..n„

.	 i 1l 	 Sit down.



Bob Cook

-	 - I"ll keep-you--here 'till midnight, because I've written a book on this. I'd

like the SEPA and NEPA review of this proposal to include an assessment of the
orcent- m^f1 yn_; _all re pa nF3er , that i5. if VOu build it; it will come,
c" 	 the d^mn the waste wiii come and	 'dand-we're talking about if-you-build,, 	 we

like-that°Daradi glTl to be a„^ssed specifically in the SEPA and NEPA

documentation.

	

I.	 We'd like y0U to dSSESS, if you bui ld lti with the proposal to keep
incrementally expanding it, will it be a magnet for the waste from other

	

__-	 energv dep artment facilities around the country? What will prevent it

ram uc :ley 5o Uti l ILetj - 11hlt n111t'r fi T quarantees c-a-n - you :.. 
__ t w „+,1i-7Sd i -n tha+ {2chlnn? -Will the Permit h?

written co preclude that `rrolm happening;

^eCondl” if ' /p build it the y will come, will this paradigm skew the
record of decisions on specific remedial action and corrective action

?

	

	 management units, by use of the marginal cost of disposal in an
incrementally expanding landfill-when making each record of decision
instead of each unit bearing the full allocated costs of constructing
the land fill when considering whether it is cheaper to landfill vs.

- —	 treat. It will always be cheaper to dump, I shouldn't say cheaper to
c	 landfill vs. treat, but in looking at the costs benefit equation, the

-	 -
way the Department of Energy's budget works is this is a specific

_--.:---_,	 --_- _s .:5-a- sre--. na r`'FO CCS-r--ti lit =ixi ii- 
W411 1i-i.uan^ the economics o.pf Meet 611. J.	 cc u

- - -	 ----	 tr ca^ap i l lLy -Yrnw ^i}ii will -tS fi=-set the$$ ^ii•inma5. You need t0 d55e55
---	 —	 a! I ,,,,rseeable-waste st :e>z.11]. The document that you produced for

tong-ht's nearing says, -the facility will be expanded incrementally to
meet future clean up needs as they are identified." That doesn't meet
SEPA and NEPA. You have to identify now all reasonably foreseeable

-,_--_	 needs. That means you must integrate with the Hanford remedial action

EIS- and you- must look at O&D of the facilities at Hanford, all of them,

the reactors, PURER, PFP, the tanks, all the things that we may want to

event ldaTly T3 nrffiII. You can't .lust close your eyes to those things.
--- -__	 __- --Yo}  can't sa y those things are outside of the CERCLA process because

MC 13A_-.,,1 cFDA hnth ronitire you to do beyond examining just the things-	 _	 -.

+h n+ aro rFRC1a RDOs or RCRA_corrective action management units. That's_. _

one of the key values that we are afraid -that we-stand to lose -rf you
eliminate NEPA and SEPA and simply rely on CERCLA. That's all thanks.

Marty Roselle

All ninh+

Other questions or comments?

Yes Pao ^c.

Page

__T have to respond_ to what Bob just said, Bob Cook, about the fact that as far
as he knows that the government has not made any plans to have sacrifice zones

- - - on the Hanford reservation or possibly any of the 17, I believe, nuclear



A	 t	 r.

.­p2nnn sitar in the entry_,, I was sent an article from a newspaper last year
by one of our members and it was something that surprised me and I have never

where else since the n but it was a news article compiled by

journa l i s t s and it was about a Grou p of artist that the government over the
-	 --- S evera'r years has-br

o
ught toget her, -now this is notmihlici^e dt d11, and

- they have meeting down-in Los Alamos,_off and-on., for the Purpose of designing

„_s symbol that can	 read -some how or interpreted some how regardless of
lanrquage changes far the next 100 ; 000 Years, it has to have that life span,

and i f that ^ ern t-te ! T yon!- 1i3 i	 m?vernmerrc a i'cner u^523 3.~ du2SJi 1 i Kiluw
------ - _ra i ts like Been tor maybe a little bit-of bot'i, then nothing does, s ,._ ...._ ..__ r _hat in

mind when we talk about cleaning up Hanford and cleaning up any of these
sites thnt wo re talkin g about something people don't know how to deal with

and it's serious business and you may be wanting your progeny to know to stay
away from - this stuff, you know, beyond 500 years from now. So, food or
the ^i^ht.

Martv Roselle

Ok, last call for questions or comments.

Ok, the comment period goes thought February 8, and you can submit written
comments than and Rrvan what's the next step as far as the public involvement
nno<9	 - _

Bryan Foley

What's happening -right now is there, the regulatory package is being prepared
and that's, at this point is the next step in terms of products that would

actually oereviewed-and It has all of those-documents, of -
c
ourse -toninh±

ardhe	 some additional input an expectations for the public and what they55a^-..
would like tP see and how they would like to be involved and we have to
hf ^q^ tkt_ _a.d;., I wa;_ T'm clad we ' ve been able to understand what

__-- --_=€nu_,f ,dditi^n_1 axnPctations there are with regards to being involved and

participating in this particular project.

_ --_	 Marty Roselle

Well thank you all for coming.

Good night, and thank you, Eric, for being our timekeeper
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